Subject! 



Towards a Clarification of OOH/BANBMA Operations. 



1. Answers to a number of question* from responsible 
members are needed in order to clarffy certain unclear aepeote of their '^3 
oontaote in Poland and the Cfkrfine. Some questions follow below;** 



a* Sima the inception of the OOH/B-Gerraan operational 
relationship, who were the chief Om/B liaieon offieiale in contact 
with the Ceram servies? Haase*# date*# and place in the operational 
picture. 

b. True name and underground pseudonym of all OWt/B bodies 
trained, dispatched# or washed out in the O0R/B-Ger»a» operation. The 
GWS/9 ehould be asked to provide data and date* as to when and how 
those OWS/B bodies cane to West Germany and to provide written accounts 
of their underground careers*. (It is standard OUR/B practice to hate 
each tn>A exfiltree from the B**t 0 give a biographer and military 
history; in regard to the three agents sent in 19S>8 into Boland and 
the trains# OWB files must ham reports on their backgrounds). 

c. What did the OUH/B spokesmen tell the G*raan* about;* 

a) OUK/B and the Italians. 

b) OOT/B snd the British. 

c) ZPUHVft sad the Americans. 

d. What was the oere^nal attitude of each OUU /B member In 
contact the German service toward Myron MATVIEIKQ? Bid any QWS/B member 
disappear from the operational scene in Germany on or about the tine 
that MATVIETKO came up on the air in the Ukrai mt How did LEMAVSKT, 
VASHKOVICH, and othere react t© HATVIHTKQ»e admission that upon arrival 
in the UkraL ne (1951) he iraediately sent to the Soviet security organs? 

». OUH/B spokesmen should be asked to give t heir G eraan 
contacts original-lagguage copies of all W/T traffic with MATVIENKO since 
1951. *hls traffic ehould be analysied in order t o learn how the RIB 
played MATVIETKO, how MATVIETKO Manipulated BA8D2RA, ate. At the sane 
tins# tbs MATVIETKO traffic sbo Id be compared with the CIA operational 
traffic with the sane underground ooi^lex (OKHRTMOVICH) in order to 
get a cow plete picture of RX8 intentions and tactics. 

f . 0ta9/B spokesmen should be asked to provide the Germane 
Al 088/B has, including exhaustive debriefing reports, from SKC®. 

SKC® In all probability is closely tied in with MATVIEIKO. Did he confess 
to OTJH/B ghat be, SKC®, was sent by the RIB, or was he unfitting as to 
MATVTEIKO’s involvement with theft IS? Did the OUH/B consider SKC® clean 
or dirty? 

g. OUtf/B spokesmen Sbould be required to provide name* and 
other identify! ng data on il their alleged assets! n Poland and the Ukraine- 
especially the support points, addresses, etc., used inttm om/2 German 
©perat'onal collaboration. 

h. Who in the GUR/B operetJ onal i riciteCT i milieu has reported 

.StClll 



Of CL ASS I F 1 ED AND RELEASED BY 
eiNTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY 
iOURCESMETHODSEXEMPTION 3B2B 
N A Z I WAR CR t ME S B I S CLOSU RE ACT 
BATE 2007 



2 

(to the German authorities) operational pitches fr m the RIS, andwho has 
net reported such pitches^ In view of MATVIEYKO • s being under RIB control# 
it is logical to expect that some key men in the OIW/B operational group 
were approached by the RIS. Who was closett to Mrs. MATVYEVKO in Munich? 

Mho guarded and guided her? Did Mrs. MAT VIE YKO have ary sort of communication 
with her husband? Did the OlfijjfB operational traffic with MATVIEYKO ever 
refer to Mrs. MATVIEYKO? In what manner? Did Mrs. MATVIEYKO ever receive 
any private sail from her husband, or did any visitor taring any oral or written 
message fr m him? 

i. A close study should be made of then pell tied, content 
of the MATVIEYKO traffic. Such items asj- 

a) What did MATVIEYKO say the homeland underground things 
about BANDERA and BANDERA *s rank in the underground? 

b) What did the MATVIEYKO say politically about OKHRIMOVICH, 
HCRNOVYF, POLTAVA, KOVAL , and other underground leaders? 

c) What ideological line was MATVIEYKO feeding to BANDERA? 

j* OSN/BANDERA spokesman, especially Stepan LENKA VSKY (Who in the 
past is alleged to have been worried about certain OUN/B excesses and policies), 
should be asked to review and provi de old SB (Sluzhba Begpeky ) reports on 
the liquidation or disappearance ofj- 

Vasyl BIJLAVSSY (killed) 

DEMID-CHYZHEVSKY (killed) 

Fnu MOROZ (killed) 

STELMASHCHUK (killed) 

Andriy P8CHERA (killed) 

Dr. HCKBOVYY’s sudden appearance and di. sanpearance in the West* 
Lyuba POmYTSKA (allegedly killed) 

Prof. PETROV (kidnapped or killed) 



OUN/B spokesmen, especially Stepan LENKA VSKI, Should be asked 
to clarify the role of ttjpcon MATVI ;iKO in the death of these alleged Soviet 
agents* They should be asked to name the members of the boyivka members 
involved in these deaths, their current whereabouts, and explain how one of 
then allegedly emigrated to the U.S., aid from their redefected to the 
Soviet OkraL ne, despite fchehis involvement in the killing of dl leged Soviet 
agents* 



k* On the death of BANDERA, the attitudes of individual OUN/B 
members should be asssesed. Who says it was suicide, and who says it was 
an RIS job? What are the f lndingsof German investigative organs? What does 
Mrs. MATVIEYKO say? 

1* It is logical to suppose. In view of the priority that 
the RIS gives the Oftn/B as a target , that OUN/B has been penetrated by the 
RIS* CE efforts should be made to find that penetration. 
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